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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to the supplemental amendment received on June 1, 2006. 
Claims 2-30 are cancelled. Claims 1 and 31-61 are pending. 

Drawings 

The drawings/amended specifications were received on March 23, 2006. These drawings 
are acceptable. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter that the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 35-36, 43-44, 51-52 and 59-60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 35 recites "a software application" on line 2 of the respective claim. It is unclear 
whether this is intended to be the same as or different from the "software application" recited on 
in claim 31 line 3. 

Claim 43 recites "a software application" on line 3 of the respective claim. It is unclear 
whether this is intended to be the same as or different from the "software application" recited on 
in claim 31 line 6. 
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Claim 51 recites "a software application" on line 2 of the respective claim. It is unclear 
whether this is intended to be the same as or different from the "software application" recited on 
in claim 47 line 3. 

Claim 59 recites "a software application" on line 2 of the respective claim. It is unclear 
5 whether this is intended to be the same as or different from the "software application" recited on 
in claim 55 line 5. 

Any claim not specifically addressed above is being rejected as incorporating the 
deficiencies of a claim upon which it depends. 

1 0 Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
1 5 sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 31, 39, 47, and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Collins et al. (US Patent No. 5,845,090). 

As per claim 31, Collins et al. teaches the claimed invention comprising: 
20 A machine-implemented method comprising the steps of: 

copying, from a first computer system to a persistent memory device (Col. 4 lines 66-67 
and Col. 5 lines 1-16 and Figure 2 Reference characters 1 and 12), one or more executable files 
associated with a software application (Col. 1 lines 37-47 and 52-55 and Col. 2 lines 33-35) ; 
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copying, from the first computer system to the persistent memory device, information 
associated with the software application that is used to facilitate execution of the software 
application (Col. 5 lines 3-8 and lines 34-40); 

creating an install file for overseeing installing and uninstalling the software application 
5 on a computer system other than the first computer system (Col. 1 lines 59-63 and Col. 9 lines 
16-21); 

copying the install file from the first computer system to the persistent memory device 
(Col. 9 lines 16-21); 

under direction of the install file, copying at least a portion of the information associated 
10 with the software application from the persistent memory device to a second computer system 
(Col. 1 lines 52-55 and Col. 9 lines 30-39)); and 

executing the one or more executable files associated with the software application on the 
second computer system directly from the persistent memory device (Col. 1 lines 37-47). 

As per claim 39, it is directed at the apparatus for transferring a software application from 
1 5 persistent memory to a target computer. Since Collins et al. teach the claimed method, Collins et 
al. teach the claimed apparatus for transferring a software application from a persistent memory 
to a target computer. 

As per claim 47, it is directed at the apparatus for transferring a software application from 
persistent memory to a target computer. Since Collins et al. teach the claimed method, Collins et 
20 al. teach the claimed apparatus for transferring a software application from a persistent memory 
to a target computer. 
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As per claim 55, it is directed at the instructions for transferring a software application 
from persistent memory to a target computer. Since Collins et al. teach the claimed method, 
Collins et al. teach the claimed instructions for transferring a software application from a 
persistent memory to a target computer. 

5 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
1 0 section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 

such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

1 5 Claims 1, 31-36, 38-44, 46-52, and 54-60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 

unpatentable over Collins et al (US Patent No. 5 5 845 5 090) in view of Carroll et al. (US Patent 
No. 6,301,707). 

As per claim 7, Collins et al. teaches the claimed invention comprising: 
A method of transferring device settings from a persistent memory device to a target 
20 computer comprising: 

[[a.]] storing data relating to a first computer in the persistent memory device, wherein 
the data comprises a software application (Col 1 lines 37-47 and Col. 2 lines 33-35 and Col. 4 
lines 66-67 and Col 5 lines 1-16): 

creating an install file for overseeing installing and uninstalling the software application 
25 on a computer system other than the first computer systemfCo/. 1 lines 59-63 and Col. 9 lines 
16-21); 
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copying the install file from the first computer system to the persistent memory device 
(Col 1 lines 59-63 and Col 9 lines 16-21); 

[[b.]] under direction of the install file, transmitting a portion of the data relating to the 
target computer from the persistent memory device to the target computer (Col 1 lines 52-55 
5 and Col 9 lines 30-39)\ and 

[[c.]] modifying settings on the target computer in response to the transmitted data (Col 1 
lines 37-47 and Col 9 lines 30-39). 

Collins et al. does not teach transmitting a portion of the data relating to the first 
computer to from the persistent memory to the target computer. Specifically, Collins et al. 
10 teaches storing data and software files associated with a first computer to a persistent memory 
and which can then be transferred to a second computer. Additionally, Collins et al. teaches 
creating install and uninstall files for copying the information from the persistent memory to the 
target computer. Collins et al. does not teach transferring a portion of the information relating to 
the first computer from the memory to the target computer. 
15 Carroll et al. teach a method of installing software from a source computer to a target 

computer. Additionally, Carroll et al. teach installing only a portion of the data relating to the 
first computer to the target computer. Carroll et al. teach under direction of the install file, 
transmitting a portion of the data relating to the target computer from the persistent memory 
device to the target computer (Col 2 lines 64-67 and Col 3 lines 1-6 and Col 12 lines 2-8). In 
20 summary, Carroll et al. teaches under instruction from the install file only transmitting a portion 
of the files associated with the first computer to the target computer. 
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It would have been obvious to combine the teaching of Collins et al. and Carroll et al. 
because they both teach method of installing software and data from a source computer or a 
target computer. Carroll et al. covers the deficiency of Collins et al. by teaching a method of 
installing only a portion of the information associated with the first computer to the second 
5 computer. 

As per claim 31, Collins et al. and Carroll et al. teach the claimed invention for all of the 

reasons stated hereinabove. 

As per claim 32, Collins et al. teach the claimed invention comprising: 
the information associated with the software application comprises system files 
10 associated with the software application (Col 1 lines 52-55). 

As per claim 33, Collins et al. teach the claimed invention comprising: 

the information associated with the software application comprises a dynamic link library 

(DLL) associated with the software application (Col 1 lines 52-55 Collins et al does not 

explicitly teach a DLL library but it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
1 5 include a DLL library given that for the software to accomplish a useful function the software 

must include the associated DLL files) 

As per claim 34, Collins et al. teach the claimed invention comprising: 

the information associated with the software application comprises modifications of 

system registry entries associated with the software application (Col 1 lines 52-55 Collins et al 
20 does not explicitly teach a modifying the system registry but it would have been obvious to one of 

ordinary skill in the art to modify the system registry given that for the software to accomplish a 

useful function the software must modify the system registry) 
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As per claim 35, Collins et al. teach the claimed invention comprising: 
monitoring an installation process of a software application on the first computer system, 
wherein the monitoring comprising tracking locations on said first computer system of the one or 
more executable files associated with the software application and the information associated 
5 with the software application (Col. 1 lines 59-63 and Col. 9 lines 16-21 Collins et al does not 
explicitly teach tracking location during the installation process but it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art that for installation to be self executing that the location of the 
executable files but be tracked) . 

As per claim 36, Collins et al. teach the claimed invention comprising: 
10 The machine implemented method of Claim 35, further comprising: 

creating a file that describes the locations of the one or more executable files associated 
with the software application and the information associated with the software application (Col 
1 lines 59-63 and Col 9 lines 16-21 Collins et al does not explicitly teach a file describing the 
location of the files but it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that for 
1 5 installation to be self executing that the location of the executable files must be stored in a file in 
the installation software) . 

As per claim 38, Collins et al. teach the claimed invention comprising: 
the install file comprises registry keys associated with the software application (Col 1 
lines 52-55 Collins et al does not explicitly teach registry keys in the install file but it would 
20 have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that the install file includes registry keys 
given that for the software to accomplish a useful function the software must modify the system 
registry). 
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As per claims 39-44 and 46, it is directed at the apparatus for transferring a software 
application from persistent memory to a target computer. Since Collins et al. teach the claimed 
method, Collins et al. teach the claimed apparatus for transferring a software application from a 
persistent memory to a target computer. 
5 As per claims 47-52 and 54, it is directed at the apparatus for transferring a software 

application from persistent memory to a target computer. Since Collins et al. teach the claimed 
method, Collins et al. teach the claimed apparatus for transferring a software application from a 
persistent memory to a target computer. 

As per claims 55-60, it is directed at the instructions for transferring a software 
10 application from persistent memory to a target computer. Since Collins et al. teach the claimed 
method, Collins et al. teach the claimed instructions for transferring a software application from 
a persistent memory to a target computer. 

Claims 37, 45, 53, and 61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Collins et al. (US Patent No. 5,845,090) in view of Carroll et al. (US Patent No. 6,301,707) in 
1 5 further view of Kitagawa (US Patent Application Publication 2002/01 00037). 

As per claim 37, Collins et al. and Carroll et al. teach the claimed invention for all of the 
reasons stated hereinabove. Collins et al. and Carroll et al. do not teach automatically deleting 
the information from the second computer upon completion of the software. Specifically, Collins 
et al. and Carroll et al. teach creating install and uninstall files for copying the information from 
20 the persistent memory to the target computer and transferring a portion of the information 

relating to the first computer from the memory to the target computer. Collins et al. and Carroll 
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et al. do not teach deleting or uninstalling the information when execution of the software is 
complete. 

Kitagawa teaches a method of installing software from a source computer to a target 
computer where after execution of the software in the target computer the information stored in 
5 the target computer is deleted. Kitagawa teach the claimed invention comprising in response to 
execution of the software application on the second computer system automatically deleting the 
information associated with the software application from the second computer system 
(Paragraphs [0076] '-[0079]). In summary, Kitagawa teaches deleting or uninstalling the 
information when execution of the software is complete. 

10 It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 

Collins et al. and Carroll et al. and Kitagawa because they all teach method of installing software 
and data from a source computer or a target computer. Kitagawa teaches the deficiency of 
Collins et al. and Carroll et al. by teaching after execution of the software in the target computer 
the information stored in the target computer is deleted. 

1 5 As per claim 45, it is directed at the apparatus for transferring a software application from 

persistent memory to a target computer. Since Collins et al. teach the claimed method, Collins et 
al. teach the claimed apparatus for transferring a software application from a persistent memory 
to a target computer. 

As per claim 55, it is directed at the apparatus for transferring a software application from 
20 persistent memory to a target computer. Since Collins et al. teach the claimed method, Collins et 
al. teach the claimed apparatus for transferring a software application from a persistent memory 
to a target computer. 
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As per claim 61, it is directed at the instructions for transferring a software application 
from persistent memory to a target computer. Since Collins et al. teach the claimed method, 
Collins et al. teach the claimed instructions for transferring a software application from a 
persistent memory to a target computer. 

5 

Conclusion 

Applicants amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

10 A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 

MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 

1 5 CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 

however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sean Weinman whose phone number is (571) 272-2744. The 
20 examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:00-4:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas Lee can be reached on (571) 272-3667. The fax number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
5 Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
10 Sean Weinman 



Examiner 
Art Unit 21 15 




CHUNCAO 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



